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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections « 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 9-1 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nichols (USPN 
1712579) in view of Nichols, Jr. (USPN 3968535) and in view of Bun* et al. (USPN 61 12367). 

Nichols ('579) teaches a reciprocating squeegee tool comprising a handle (claims 1,5, figure 
2, element 1) with a housing having a first and second opposite ends. A mechanical reciprocator 
(claims 1, 5, figure 1, element 2-9) is located in the handle. There is a hollow elongated shaft (claim 
1, figure 1, element 16) having a proximal and distal end wherein the proximal end is connected to 
the second opposite end of the housing. A squeegee (claim 1, figure 7) is connected to the shaft by 
means of a connector rod (claim 1, figure 2, element 14). The connected rod is located inside the 
shaft, wherein one end of the rod is connected to the reciprocator and the other end is connected to the 
squeegee head. There is a power supply (claim 3, figure 2, element 2) to drive the mechanical 
reciprocator. The power supply is connected to the reciprocating means via a re-coiling power line 
(claim 10, figure 2, not labeled but best shown by element 20). The mechanical reciprocator causes 
the squeegee head to reciprocate between a first position and second position in a linear direction 
along the hollow elongated shaft (lines 97-101). Nichols ('579) teaches all the essential elements of 
the claimed invention however fails to teach a cleaning fluid delivery tube attached to a sprayer 
member (claims 1, 2, 4, 5). Additionally, Nichols ('579) fails to teach a 55-gallon drum to hold the 
cleaning fluid (claim 9) and Nichols ('579) also fails to teach a 14-gauge wire connecting the power 
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supply and the reciprocating means (claim 11). Nichols ('579) also fails to teach a squeegee head 
comprising a earner, a wiper blade and a porous material wherein the wiper blade and porous 
material are disposed oppositely on the carrier (claim 1). 

With regards to claims 1, 2, 3 5 4, 5, 9-10, Burr teaches a window cleaning device comprising 
a squeegee (figure 1, element 15) and a cleaning fluid supply line (figure 1, element 7) attached to a 
sprayer (figure 1, element 17). The cleaning liquid is stored at a remote location in a reservoir (claim 
9). While Burr is silent as to the size of the cleaning liquid reservoir however it would have been 
obvious to use a reservoir that held 55 gallons of cleaning fluid since changing size is a modification 
that has been considered to be within the level of ordinary skill in the art to follow. In re Rose. 105 
USPQ 237, 240. Additionally, a larger tank is beneficial since it would have to be refilled less often. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
attach a sprayer to the window cleaner of Nichols ('579) such as the one taught by Burr so as to 
increase the cleaning capabilities of the Nichols ('579) window cleaner. 

Additionally, with regards to claims 1 and 5, Nichols ('535) teaches a windshield cleaning 
tool holder commonly known in the art, comprising a squeegee comprising a wiper blade (figure 1, 
element 30) and a porous material (figure 1, element 60) located on a earner (figure 1, element 12). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
replace the squeegee of Nichols ('579) with the squeegee head as taught by Nichols ('535) so that the 
window cleaner could be used to better clean the windows since the porous material could be used to 
wash dirt, bugs and other accumulations off the window while the wiper blade could be used to wipe 
the excess moisture from the sponge cleaned glass. Additionally, Nichols ('579) teaches replaceable 
heads to accomplish more than one cleaning job (page 2, lines 68-96), however it would have been 
obvious to combine the various heads so that the heads could do multiple tasks and would not have to 
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be changed so frequently. Nichols ('535) teaches using combined tools on one head to accomplish 
many tasks in a shorter amount of time (col. 1, lines 33-59; col. 2, lines 63-68). 

With regards to using a 14-gauge power line as claimed in claim 1 1 at the time the invention 
was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 14-gauge wire 
because Applicant has not disclosed that 14-gauge wire provides an advantage, is used for a 
particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art, furthermore, would 
have expected Applicant's invention to perform equally well with either the wire as taught by 
Nichols ('579) or the claimed 14-gauge wire because both wires perform the same function of 
sending power from the motor to the mechanical reciprocator equally well. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Nichols ('579) to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 1 1. 

3. Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nichols ('579) in 
view of Nichols, Jr ('535) in view of Bun* et al. as applied to claim 5 above and further in view of 
Kenney et al. (USPN 6367658). 

Nichols ('579) in view of Nichols ('535) and Burr et al. teaches all the essential elements of 
the claimed invention as stated above in paragraph 2. Claims 6-8 are essentially different from the 
apparatus of Nichols ('579) in view of Nichols ('535) and Burr et al in reciting a timer and a money 
receiving means (claim 6). Kenney teaches a windshield washer fluid dispensing system comprising 
a coin/credit receiving means (figure 1, element 10) (claims 6, 7). Money is inserted into a slot and 
windshield wiper fluid is dispensed for an allotted amount of time. The fluid is pumped from the 
reservoir (figure 1, element 4) (claim 8) to the spray member (figure 1, element 20) (claim 8). It 
would have been obvious to use the timer and money-receiving means as taught by Kenney on the 
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invention of Nichols ('579) in view of Nichols ('535) and Burr et al so that the power and the amount 
of fluid used can be regulated during each use. 

4. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nichols 
('579) in view of Nichols ('535) and Burr et al. as applied to claim 5 above and yet further in view of 
Peterson (USPN 6715692). 

Nichols ('579) in view of Nichols ('535) and Burr et al teach all the essential elements of the 
claimed invention as stated above in paragraph 2. Claims 12-13 are essentially different from the 
apparatus of Nichols ('579) in view of Nichols ('535) and Burr et al in reciting a recoiling fluid 
supply line that connects the container to the spraying means. Peterson teaches a dispensing 
apparatus for dispensing cleaning fluid for washing windows (figure 1). The containers of fluid are 
connected to the sprayer by means of a recoiling hose (figure 4 } element 241) (claims 12, 13). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
a recoiled hose as a fluid supply line thus saving space because a recoiled hose takes up less space 
than a non-coiled hose and prevents kinks or tangling from occurring. 

With regards to claim 13's limitation that the container is a drum capable of holding 55 
gallons of cleaning fluid, Nichols ('579) in view Nichols ('535) and Burr et al as well as Peterson are 
silent as to the size of the cleaning liquid reservoir however it would have been obvious to use a 
reservoir that held 55 gallons of cleaning fluid since changing size is a modification that has been 
considered to be within the level of ordinary skill in the art to follow. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 237, 
240. Additionally, a larger tank is beneficial since it would have to be refilled less often. 

5. Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nichols ('579) 
in view of Nichols, Jr ('535), Burr et al. and Kenney et al. (USPN 6367658). 



Application/Control Number: 10/615,024 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1744 

Nichols ('579) in view of Nichols ('535) and Burr et al. teaches all the essential elements of 
the claimed invention as stated above in paragraph 2. Claims 14-16 are essentially different from the 
apparatus of Nichols ('579) in view of Nichols ('535) and Burr et al in reciting a timer and a money 
receiving means (claim 14) and a housing comprising a pump, a timer and a power supply (claim 15). 
Kenney teaches a windshield washer fluid dispensing system comprising a coin/credit receiving 
means (figure 1, element 10) (claim 14). Money is inserted into a slot and windshield wiper fluid is 
dispensed for an allotted amount of time. The fluid is pumped from the reservoir (figure 1, element 
4) (claim 14) to the spray member (figure 1, element 20) (claim 14). The pump, timer and power 
supply are all located in a housing (figure 1, element 14) (claim 15). The pump and timer are located 
in separate housing than the power supply (element 12) (claim 16). It would have been obvious to 
use the timer and money-receiving means as taught by Kenney on the invention of Nichols ('579) in 
view of Nichols ('535) and Burr et al so that the power and the amount of fluid used can be regulated 
during each use. 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection since the applicant added a new limitation to the 
independent claims. 

The applicant is correct in stating that Nichols ( c 579) does not disclose a unitary squeegee 
head having both a wiper blade and porous material or sponge. However the Examiner then goes 
to the teaching of Nichols ('535) to show that it is well known in the art to have squeegee heads 
comprise both a wiper blade and a sponge material. The combination of these references teach 
the claimed invention. 
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The applicant also states that Nichols ('579) does not teach that the squeegee is 
reciprocated linearly. However it is clear from figures 1 and 2 and also page 1, lines 97-101 and 
page 2, lines 92-96 of the Nichols ('579) reference that the rod member (14) reciprocates 
backwards and forwards over the face of the window. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shay L Balsis whose telephone number is 571-272-1268. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00 M-Th, alternating F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Kim can be reached on 571-272-1 142. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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